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An analysis of student protest movements on 3 separate campuses revealed
that leaders of the movements were brighter than average, usually classified
themselves as non-religious, but were morally concerned about social and political
issues. Participants in the Free Speech Movement (FSM) at Berkeley were found to
have similar characteristics, and Center researchers conducted a more detailed study
on initiators of and participants in the movement. Three hypotheses were used to
compare FSM students with non-participating or average students: (1) that FSM
participants are better students, more autonomous, have broader intellectual
dispositions and obtain higher CPAs, (2) that there is a larger percentage of transfer
students in the FSM group, and (3) that the majority of transfer students come from
selective liberal arts, private, and public institutions. Three student samples were
surveyed: 188 FSM participants who had been arrested, 60 FSM volunteers, and a
randomly selected group of non-participating seniors. Findings of the study
supported the 3 hypotheses. The arrested and volunteer students represent an
unusual group that possesses exceptional scholarship potential, and their concern
about social problems and political issues is secondary to their educational goals.
They felt a need to become involved in academic matters and to attempt to establish
a relationship between their education and problems in the world. (WM)
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Since 1950 the college student in America has become a major subject for

research. A number of investigations conducted during the decade following

this date had their inception at a time when the mass of college youth were

described as the "silent generation" and the "uncpmmitted majority." Several

long range studies of students were begun at the Center for the Study of Digher

Education at Berkeley during this period of relative quiescence. At the time

studnnt protest activity and spontaneous student involveme-nt in non-academic

matters did not represent mow, than a subsidiary research concern in the Cen-

ter's studies. As the research progressed over the years, however, and espe-

cially after 1960, there was an observable increase in student activity of a

11 non-collegiate" nature in some of the student bodies being 3tudied, as well

es in a sat,Ipling of other institutions.

In view of the changes in the temper of student behavior, even though in

a limited number of colleges and universities, the staff at the Berkeley Center

became interested ili the students and student groups who were being labeled es

"activists" and who were giving leadership to developments which did not have

their origin in the curriculum and the classroom. Largely as the result of

,- ftt oVsavoromaunlotaaartt. t

This report on the Berkeley students Who participated in the Free

Speech 1,1ovemnt represents an edited version of an article in 01.1Cler_sejd_Pree:

doyl_o1.22hc_C777ncl, Western Interstate Conoission for Higher Educntion the

Cc,..1A.er for thc,, Study of Higher Educetion, 1965. The survey of students in

the FSM was planned and conducted with the assistance of Adrienne Ross, re-

search associate at the Center.
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some of our earlier findings, regafding inportant differences among students,

we became particularly interested in the personality charecteristicE: which

might differentiate between men and women who were committing themselves to

dealing with political issues and existing social prob3e=cis and tile majority

of students who seemed to remain aloof from the "outside world".

During the past decade the realm of higher educntion itself nlso ce:Ae

,
under increasing attack from many fronts. And occasionally, small and some-

what isolated groups of students _;oined in this criticism, although the avail-

able evidence from a number of investigations before 1960 showed that the

mass of students, at all levels of ability, seemed to be satisfied and amaz-

ingly complacent. When the thinking of men and women, in selected colleges,

was sampled after 1960, the general:situation had not changed very much. One

still obtained a revealing picture of only a small roinzority of people who were

critical of their educational experiences and often of other aspects of Amer-

ican society. These students, seemingly somewhat self-selected and more prom-

inently represented in certain institutions, were readily recognized as an

atypical smfiple of modeva youth.

Thus, even at thc beginning of the present decade, evaluative and criti-

cal analyses, whether of disturbing social and political phenomena or of the

tradition-bound educational system, were forthcoming in very few colleges and

universities. This fact represents a sad cowaentary on higher education and

can be interpreted as an indictment of the basic interests and motivations of

most faculty and students. What cracks were eyposed in the ivoried and not

infrequently fossilized towers of education during recent years seemed to re-

sult chiefly from the occasional efforts of a minimal number of students.

The activities of committed winorities in scattered settings have gene;:ated

concern, encouraged new perspectives and initiated some changes, both within
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educationel institutioDs and in so "col:tiers" of the general society.

Currently, colleges ond universities find the,I.selves in a treasitional

period of anticipated change. The earwarhs of this transition can be fairly

easily identified. Uppceeroost among the "eavmarks" are: changes in student

mores, increased concerns for and about students, some concela about ..1.e qual-

ity of educational programs, the fact of a diverse student voice nou being

heard on different fronts, and the use of protest meetings and demonstrations.

A major question, derived from these menifestations, seems to be whether or

not the problems, the turmoil and the developments of the recent years can

lead to significant program changes, to more meaningful education for the

great variety of youth, and to important experiences which are no longer un-

related to the reality of e:41stenee and the major issues of our times.

The complacency of the educational seene in the middle and late Fifties

has all but disappeared on most college campuses. Uhere all students in

some institutions 2ay still be unconcerned and uninvolved, it is doubtful

that administrators and faculty have remained untouched by the student be-

havior in other. settings. News media and national and regional conferences

have brought the role and thinking of committed and "activist" students, of

those participating in "the movement", on to center stage. And educators

have been given cause to ask, at times with trepidation, what these new extra-

and intramural "crusades" 'teen for all of higher education. resides having

brought some social ills under the bright lights, students have also given

us cause to doubt that all parties in the educational enterprise are ach5ev-

ing their goals. They have also challenged any conclusions that the various

facets of higher education in this nation are operating as intended, and that

the centers of learnjng are propagating substantive knowledge while at the

same time advancing mankind toward the benefits of a greater society.
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Uheth or not we aver lecoly believod that ue ucrc accomplishing the

laudable objectives of edue,tion, many professed th_s to be the case. Ac-

tually, the facts and evidence available ba:ve not lent theoselves to such

1

an interpretation. Nor is such a conclusion supported by the increasinL;ly

audible student volce, - one of frustration, agitation and discontent. In

this paper, the orientation and coomitments of one sample of modern college

students, participants in the Free Speech Movement at Berkeley, are exnmincd

from a couple of perspectis. A major guiding question underlying this

study centered in the FS14 studentol que,t for knowledge and potential for

academic attainment.

THE COMMITTED ijINORITY

Much of the serium; student activity in recent years seems, in large

part, to be related to the sit-ins Eirst conducted by Negro youth in the

South. Their confrontations pith members of a society *which they saw as

maintaiaing an anachronistic establishment precipltated, or certainly en-

couraged, isolated protestations by Negroes and whites of college age in

other scattered locations.

141.t...17....

1
Jacob, Philip E., Chnain,r7,..,\Takues_ C2).102.,q, New York, Harper, 1957

Heist, Paul, "Higher Education and Human Potentialities." Chapter in

E7.ploratiolls.in,11p.ton Pot.eptial.iti,es, (Herbert A. Otto, Ed.), Chicago,

Charles C. Thomas, 1965

Plant, W.T.: personality ghangcs_Associted Wlith a...College Education:

San Jose, Calif., San Jose State College, (Final report, U.S. Office of

Education, Cooperative Research Branch.Projeet.348), 1962.
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The lalouledgeeble reader is prebebly yeare of a considerable increase of

intramural and extraieurel activity on a growing num'eer of campuses, different

in nature from the spirited "play" activity generally typical of college youth.

He may be less cognizant that mild protests, questioning of traditional regula-

tions, and even strong political advocacy have erupted since 1960 on some cam-

puses where they ould have been least expected. The fact ehat a few insti-

tutions have had a fairly continuous manifestation of euch student activity

and involvement, often centered in social problems or political issues, is not

generally tnown. On several campuses in the United States, conflict and a de-

gree of turmoil seen to be taken as a matter of course, these may even be de-

fended as part of the "design" of an effective educational program.

The truth is that the colleges or universities which witness considerable

and frequent student activity and committeJ support of off-campus causes tend

to draw a student clientele that is measurably different from the student boa-

ies tbe great mass of institutions. In these schools a notable concentra-

tion of students of high ability and non-conservative values often tends to

set. a pattern for activism or some degree of protest. One fairly recent eze

ample is found in the colleges and universities which led other schools to join

them in protesting the loyalty oaths required of students receiving NDEA loans,

even to the point of refusing to administer the loans. Needless to say, a nun-

ber of administrators and faculty members in these institutions supported stu-

dents in this opposition to a national program.

In recent years several of the research projects at the Center for the

Study of Higher Education have provided opportunities to look through the canei

ouflaging ivy of a number of colleges and universities. Since these studies

were conducted over the period of one student generation, it was possible to

raA;e:"--fairly discerning appraisals of the activities of students and faculty.
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Some of the findings heve particular relevance to the underlying topic

of this paper since these institutions varied greatly in the aptitude,

intellect and comitrnt of their students.

The great differences in the measured ability of students are generally

understood and aced no elaboration. This has been the story also among the

student bodies we have studied, where the average SAT scores have ranged

over SO percentile points. Of greater interest to us has been the amezing

diversity found in the students' functional intellect and basic commitments.

These differences are partially related to the variations in maasured ability

but probably as much to the religious background and family philosophy of a

majority of students on these campuses.

The differences among students in their commitments or fundamental val-

ues need to be described as gradations on more than a single dimension. In

other words, there are a number of personality characteristics which are rele-

vant to academic activity and demand consideration. As one example, it has

been revealing to find extreme variations on a complex characteristic of gen-

eral intellectuality, that is, the degree of interest in the learning-reason-

ing process as well as in the world of ideas. A second important character-

istic resulting in extensive differences among students, is that of general

perception, which may be briefly explained as differences in the sensing of

and reaction to the environment. The extremes in the perception dimension

range from a broad, non-judgmental orientation to a tight, close-minded ap-

proach or reaction. A third.example of a general characteristic in the area

of basic commitments is an inner-versus other-directed orientation, where the

essential differences are measured in a person's concern for the lives and
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welfare o;". othe
2

rs.

For exalt:plc, among the collee in 'eh;eh ftudente hcve been surveyed

and studied in several projects at the Berleeey Conter, one Or two schools

had an over-abundance of intellectual, experience-seel7jetg, and sorcwhat

other-oriented youth. One colle:;e had a vel'y Jerge p-eoportion of bright,

semi-intellectual, but strongly other-orieeted studc;Dts. Some institutions

had a great majority of average-ability, non-intellectual, conforming and

somemhet egocentric students,

A number of pertinent Yi.ndi)igs about students in a variety of colleges

are related to the present interest in the characteristics of students in

the Free Speech Moveuent at Berkeley. An analysis of the FSM students will

be prefaced, therefore, by a description of the leaders of quite different

protest movements on three widely separated campuses. In the first college,

(A), a student campaign was directed against the administration. In the other

two cases, Colleges B and C, mover -its developed as opposition to existing so-

cial problems or issues in the larger community. The development in College A

was an outgrowth of change in administrative policy which students saw as inimi-

cal to their best educational interests. In College B, students conducted a

long campaign over months and years, on a segregation issue where the rights of

2These characteristics or orientations are measured in a number of ways

and through various means by social scientists. The first of the three major

characteristics listed, namely intellectual orientation, has been the one to

receive considerable attention most recently. In the research over the past

seven years at the Berkeley Center, these major characteristics and others have

been assessed by a variety of scoles included in the Omnibus Personality IP-

ventory. This Inventory has been developed end used as a research instrument,

chiefly to differentinte among students in various institutions and different

major programs. Among the 12 scales encompassed in the Inventory, the names

of those used in this investigation are the following: Thinking Introversion,

Theoretical Orientation, Estheticism, Corplexity, Autonomy, and Religious

Liberalism. All six of these scales are used in a corprehensive assessment

of a general intellectual disposi_ )n.
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Ilegroes were presuwably being oyeLailed, In the third college a groud of

upper classmen overcame opposition and general apathy and won out in their

"mission" to organize a multi-college conference for the purpose of analyz-

ing and criticizing our governfuent's peace policy..

There appeared to be no strong faculty involvement or opposition in the

initiation of these developments or movements. In the segregation case in

College B the faculty in time became a source of major support. Real oppo-

sition to the students did come from the general public and larger community

and eventually from governmental and police authorities. The project to

organize a peace conference in the third institution did receive administra-

tion opposition and discouragement, much of the successful development was con.-

sequently "engineered" without the early sanction of any college authorities.

Tlii. outcome of these developments in the several colleges, as both stu-

dents and neutral observers saw it, was success in the accomplishment of ob-

jectives. The administration, at College A, participated in a public "hear-

ing" and respected the students' request to the extent of permitting a thor-

ough examination of the issues. In the second school, problems of segrega-

tion were forcibly brought to the attention of the whole state and the students

were credited with effecting the termination of an objectionable, discrimina-

tory practice. In the last situation, College C, a series of excellent peace

conferences resulted in succeeding years, following the accomplishments of the

original student group.

Of relevance in this brief examination is not the fact of general and

wide student body involvement, which occurred in each situation, nor the

results of these spontaneous, extra-curricular activities. Rather, I wish

to place emphasis on_the general motivation and "personalities" of
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the student bodies in the three colleges and on the characteristics of the

key leadership groups. It is doubtful that over 5 per cent of American col-

leges and universities in the early l960's could have been blessed or dis-

rupted, depending on the reader's orientation, with constructive, persistent

protests and especially with activities demanding leadership and broad stu-

dent participation over weeks and months. Such developments, that is, ra-

tional protestations which persist over time,generally evolve unencouraged

and unsanctioned. Consequently, they demand a concentration of students with

a fair degree of intellect, who share a concern and are willing to take the

risk and the valuable time to become personally involved in activity which

will or cannot be rewarded or given recognition in the prescribed academic

system. In fact, the contrary is closer to the truth in that the personal

"pay-off" is as likely to be punishment or at least reprimand.

Let me focus briefly on oue major ingredient of the particular activi-

ties on all three campuses - the matter of the spark, the initiative, and

persistence of a leadership "group" in each case. The men and women uho ac-

tually did play the forefront roles in these instances were identified, most

of them were interviewed, and later a variety of available assessment data

-were analyzed. Across the three colleges, the ku leaders or leadership

groups couprised no wore than eleven people. It was of considerable interest

to examine whether or not these eleven were in some way special or different,

especially within the context of three rather unique student bodies. What

characteristics, if any, would distinguish them from their classmates and

other peers? What coivposite of traits and attributes might have been basic

to their motivation or willingness to take the stands they did or to provide

the necessary initiative?
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In somewhvt suNmary fashion, it riAly be safely stated that these leaders,

viewed as a group, were significantly brighter than the average students in

the respective colleges, though at least three had SA1 scores that would place

them near the average (of their respective student body). They came from a

diversity of homes Pnd their fathers were in a variety of occupations. All

eleven, however, came from homes where the religious affiliations were of a

liberal nature or perhaps could be described as tenuous or unimportant. Over

half of these students classified themselves as agnostics or non-religious as

entering freshmen; two others were members of the American Friends Society;

none of them were act:i- cr 1i.,ri,patve in a denominational group at the

time of graduation. I oa that, in a generic sense of the term, one

might be in error to Cie:-:tibe them as non-religious. We came to know

and to underctand them E:s L':n) Z:Itel women who lie:;.e Laorally concerned about numer-

ous soei=t1 a.,d political irici; arLd given to eNeininz the ethical bases of

their eneIns and behavior.

A col-tte of characteristics which different!ated nine (out of eleven)

from the gew.7,:al student bodies were as 4 110;:s: tine levcl of cultural soohis-

ticr.tic.n, the degree of si.:itivity and awaveuess, the e-ylept of a libertarian

orientation, the inten. or level of intellectual disposition, and the state

of readiness to be invcived or active in behavior beyond the campus norms. The

other two could be differentiated on tQo or three of these '-raits. From a stand-

point of observable activity, dress end style of life, only three or four, were

ever classified as practicing non-conformists. By philosophy and general com-

mitment, however, all ,ould hove to be seen as intellectual non-conformists, or

as capable of taking this role when and if the occasion demanded.

In brief, at least nine or ten of these students were rather special and

extraordinary. Though generally respected, they were understandably not always
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appreciated on their ovn cipuses; slich individuals often provoke thouglit and

responses in controversial areas in which 14eny of their peers are unaccustoIxad

to Lein personally involved. To end this brief account of these somewhat a-

typical students, a look at their post-college academic records, activities

and attaimaents will serve to round out the story. Nine are still pursuing a

life of scholarship, which, incidr,ntally, characterized their undergraduate

days also. Six have finished or are completing theft doctorate. Two will be

entering their fourth year of medicine; one with the intention of pursuillg a

special research interest and the other with the idea of working with or for

the World Health Organization, in the area of depressed and trodeveloped coun-

tries.

SME DYNMICS OF TM FREE SPEECH EOVEMENT

The findings regarding aggressive student leadership, of the type.just

reviewed, provided some background and a little different perspective for ob-

serving the developments last fall of the highly publicized Free Speech Move-

ment on the Berkeley campus. Having studied and interviewed atypical students

in other settings over several yEars, and having talked with a number of com-

mitted, liberal students on the Berkeley campus during the same period, we

could say, with something more than hindsight, that the Free Speech 'Movement

never did appear to be as controversial, as threatening, or as flamboyant as

they apparently were to certain segments of the immediate and the more rer.ote

society. On the contrary, during a discussion with two colleagues in late

October, 1964, it was suggested that the students, especially those committed

to ongoing social-action groups, were reacting quite predictably to thc situa-

.o.

tion and the evolvins circumstances in which they suddenly found themselves

in September and thereafter.
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At that time, we assumed that the small nucleus of presumably liberal

youth who wore or had been active in the Students Non-Violcnt Coordinating Comr

mittee, Congress on Racial Equality, Colmittee for Non-Violent Action, Young

Democrats, and one or two other groups, some of whom had seen action in picket

lines, was similar to the capable leaders and other bright and committed indi-

viduals ue had come to know on other campuses. Consequently, some protests and

a little of the sequence of events were anticipated. However, what information

we did have on the Berkeley undergraduate population would have negated any pre-

dictions about the developments which occurred in the months to follow. in

fact, there was little reason to believe, during the initial days of student

reaction, that more than a small number of highly committed students, perhaps

50 to 100, existed within the large undergraduate population. And during the

early weeks in October, our speculation centered mostly on the likelihood that

a relatively small group could obtain a requested hearing with the administration

The continuing commentary is not intended as a defense of FSM. Its record

and accomplishments seem to speak for themselves, at least for those who have

attempted an objective appraisal or who have been willing to read discerningly.

Instead, a brief examination will be made of available information about some

of the major characteristics of the young men and.women who initiated this cam-

paign or participated in it.

In a sense, the Free Speech Movement provided an important window for many

people on the Berkeley campus. For the faculty members uho listened carefully

it resulted in new insights to the diverse composition of the undergraduate and

graduate population. It gave them some understanding of a potent proportion uhc

were committed to tackling certain problems of society and mass education, and

it fairly effectively introduced meny to sow.) of the reasons for dissatisfaction
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mong serious students at all levels. Gradual understanding of the movement

and the particpcnti.y iso have led to greater respect for many bright,

intellectuals" in the prominent noncongormist subculture, and also to a greater

willingness to consider the characteristics, the desires, and needs of a schol-

arly minority on the cam?us. It should be mentioned that the so-called noncon-

formist and scholarly minorities are not exclusive categories, and such brief

terms lead to an inadequate description in either case.

Fz-rly Hypotheses about Students in The Idovement.,

Some time in November, after weeks of fluctuating developments and numer-

ous unsatisfactory exchanges among administration, faculty and students there

appeared to be several bases for listing tentative hypotheses about the stu-

dents participating, in the controversy. These conjectures at that time were

premised in part on the persistence of the movement, the observed compbsition

of the growing numbers at noon rallies, and the content and quality of the

speeches by the leaders and other participants. These early hypotheses were

also encouraged by a review of the measured characteristics of thirteen par-

ticipating graduate students who had been former subjects in research proj-

ects on other campuses. The information on this very small segment of the

FSM was an "eye-opener" and the first evidence to support what had been sur-

e
miscd by some members of our Center ssar.L.

Among the FS14. constituency, to judge by these transfer students at the

graduate level, there were some dedicated people uho had established enviable

records in undergraduate settings before coming to Berkeley. There were a

few individuals in this small group who had earlier been identified as very

exceptional students and two who had been rated as highly creative. A couple

of otbers hed gainsld previous recognitic. as campus leaders and activists.
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All had come to. Berkeley with souvid unJervaduate training in highly respec-

ted institutions and with a record of excellent grades. As intimated, the

characteristics of these thirte.en, as a group, as well as the knowledge of

their records and backgrounds, intensified our interests in their present affil-

iation with kW.

Thus, several off-the-cuff hypotheses were stated, premised on some data

about a limited number of graduate students and the "conclusions" drawa after

weeks of observation. This was done mostly to focus growing interest in another

student campaign but also to promote discussion and coatinued analyses of a

significant controversy. The several hypotheses were listed in the following

order:

a) The persons participating in the FM, as corapared to the

average or non-participating students:

(1) are more autonomous and independent of their social-

cultural past;

(2) have stronger and broader intellectual dispositions;

(3) are better students and obtain higher grade point

averages.

b) The membership of the FSH is composed of a larger proportioa_

of transfer students than of students who earolled at Berkeley

as entering freshmen.

c) A majority of the transfer students in the FS1.4. come from

selective libeial arts or private and public universities,

(or, from a limited, sample of institutions in higher educatior).
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Some months after first being ststed the severrel h,,,potheses were used.

The project or study was initiated only after e were "driven" to the task.

Our chief motivation grew out of what vas considered to be a fairly continuous

misinterpretation of what the FSM meant and represented and ale frequentiderog-

atkve descriptions of the students involved. Interpretation and misinterpre-

tation from the press is to be eLpected; in fact, varied and quite diverse

explanations would necessarily be coordinate with most reporters' perception

and general orientation (or that of a particular news agency). And the inter-

pretations and understanding of most of the public were naturally based on what

was seen or highlighted by the press and televis. on.
3

.4. ...*4. . 4044. .4****, .1.144.4-.4...S...

3,ihese brief comments about the nceos coverae and the seemingly ono-sided

interpretation of the FSli are only part of the story about how the FSM lenders

and studeats were perceived and receieved. The fact that much of the press diag-

nosed the activities day after day as esoentially bad and non-constructkve hel.pc

to "victimize" the majority of a reading public. One could count on the fingers

of one hand the number of newspapers within the immediate geographical area and

within the State which seemed to make ally rttempt to get the total story. Very

few papers examined the developments from two or more perspectives or serious].)

inquired about the motivation or the apparently intense coEmitments of an ex-

panding number of participants. In a few instances where a story or column pre-

sented an anelysis of the students or reasons for their behavior, it was done

with tongue in cheek or with an implication that these youth, though possibly

bright and in the most selective university in the country, were.sadly duped

and misguided.

But, as already indicated, the reception Chat FSM activity received throug'

out the Stete and nation cannot be credited entirely to communications media.

The students, in various ways, were not always the best agents of their cause;

this was sensed and even examined by members of the Steering and Executive Come

mittees. Though never riotous, in an ereessive, physically aggressive way, anC

though resorting to protest only through numbers (when dialogue and verbal con-

frontation was not seen as successful), 'the FS1,2 leaders -would be the first to

admit to some indiscretions and faulty moves. And the leaders were also not ur

concerned about the probleme of representing the thinking of a majority of the

FSN. constituents or of the mess of the student body. They were often torn be-

tween the necessity of considering the importance and immediacy of a next deci-

sion while not having sufficient time to adequately sound out the "members."

(cont'd. footnote, p. 16?
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It was the persictent lavk oif obj ectivity and the frequent unfairness in

much reporting, especirIlly uhere more of the facts could have been ascertained,

that prorwted a see-for-yourself policy. We felt obliged to discover whether

selected characteristics of the students in the moveiftent were in line with what

we had surmised or whether they we:ee meire like the iuvressions and convictions

of most of the public. Thus, a sarc.ple of students was surveyed approximately

tuo months after the December 2nd arrests, to determine some- oll''---tha-motivational

characteristics and the general_a_ el..e_calibre.o:FerSlyi participants. The par--.

ticular sample was droen from the list of more than 800 persons arrested.
4

The

cooperating students were asked to complete a biographical questionnaire and to

respond to tho items in an attitude inventory.

.wwraorww. war cwa,

3.kcont'd) Obviously, such matters as the general attire, the beards, the

long hair, the sandals, et cetera, of a percentage of the students were seen as

negative and questionable to a public that has difficulty understanding any de-

viate phenomena. Behavior or events that are seen as different, and as a pos-
sible threat to the status quo, always pose problems to those wao see them as

such. The level of general tolerance is not high in most societies and our comr

plen, multi-structured society tends to keep most forms of deviancy out of the

mainstream. Thus, the nonconformity of.the..FSM students, particularly of those

exhibiting uncommon styles of dress, put them immediately in the position of

being judged rather than understood. And when once judged or categorized, it
is difficult to be heard fairly or understood.

Among other aspects of the reception by the public are the following: the

matter of a toon-govin rivalry, with numerous pursuant contentions, on a state-

wide scale, exhibited in many accusations, such as "the Red Square in Berkeley"

and "the taxpayers rat-hole;" the fact that 3,outh should be obedient and respect-

ful and not questioning the "system" or the adult world (prankish, mischievous,

and moybe rebellious, but not rebellious at a rational, intellectual level);

and the problem of being threatened by or fearful of intelligence, of persons

who question present methods and expose the error of our ways.

4
A 33 per cent sample of: the arrested students mere invited to participate

in this additional survey of an already uell-sudied group. Since this survey

was started at a time when the legal trials were also commencing, it was de-
cided not to follow up on the first request to the total sample and to settle

for whatever return was thus made available. The day after the letters of
"invitation" were sent out the telephone-chain for the arrested students trans-
mitted a message from their lef;a1 counsel warning the students about participa-

tion in a study of "this type" at the particular time. This advice was never

counteracted by a later messeL;a over the next three weeks, however,eaPproximl;
50 per cent of the original sample asked for the materials and completed them.
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In addition to surveying a saule of the students aKrested on December

2nd, the two psychological instruilents were also completed by a smaller soul-

ple of FSM participants whose cooperation had been solicited by those in the

arrested simple. This resulted in a second group of approximately 60 parti-

cipants (volunteers) who were not part of a randoN sample. A little over

30 per ceat of these persons had also been arrested.

During this same period a sample of current (1964-65) seniors, seleeted

at random from the directory, was also invited to complete the questionaaire

and the inventory. This senior sarq)le actually comprised a third referencq

or comparison group on which much identical information was available, the

other two being an entering class at Berkeley sottle years back and a sample of

seniors from the spring semester, 1963.

A little er.rlier another study of FRI members, most of whom were also ar-

rested, had been cmpleted by Watts and Whittaker on other aspects of commit-

ment. The distribution of students participating in the Watts-Whittaker FRI

group and in a cross-sectional control sample, as shoun in Table 1, provide a

mutual basis for soma analysis of the representativeness of both FSM samples.
5

Judging by the information presented in Table 1, the combined FSM samples

(N=188) in our survey appear to be fairly similar to the distribution in the

Watts-Whittaker sample. But, in the study reported here, members of the sopho-

more class appear to be over-represented; and the smaller number of graduate

students in both FSM samples (Watts-Whittaker and this one) is somewhat in

line with the lower participating ratio at that level.

"*....*Nanos-

5,
Watts, William A., and Whittaker, David N.E., "Some Socio-Psyehological

Differencos between Hjghly-Co:l.mitted I4embers of the Free Speech 1-ovement and

the Student Fopu3ation at Berkeley." lical:ien forthcominfl, in the.Joay.n-1

of_Ap.plied_pcilnyio.K:al Science...)
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Table 1, on next page

ar en-at vt , STA la 'CV*

1. 3

, r-w- 1.6.

The distribution across wajor programs, in the lower half of Table I,

is al5o generally consistent. The under-representation in FSH of studcnts

from./ th%ee different major programs, nrmely Business, Earth Sciences, and

Engin eril,g, appears to be very ils_mI _ar for the tvo samples.

The representativeness of the cooperative students from our arIy.,stRd

sample was also checked against the non,respondents in the original 33 per

cent drava. This was done by comparing the averages of all grades received

(culLulative GPA) by the end of the fall semester, at each class level (1964-65)

end the proporLions of both groups in thc different major programs. The two

distributions on the latter categories were very much alike, with the similar

under-representation in the same three majors. On the Gn criterion only the

non-responding freshmen had lower grades than their counterparts in the coop-

erating group.

HypotheseDb and c: the findings regarding the last two hypotheses stated

above, one (b) suggesting that the majority of FSPIparticipants were trans-

fers and the other (c) that the transfers came mostly from a non-random sam-

ple of institutions, provides an appropriate introduction to the story about

the participants' major characteristics. In the total FSTA sample of 188, 49

per cent were transfers and 51 per cent had initially enrolled as Berkeley

freshmen. If the freshmen who fell into this sample are not consid the

figures are slightly reversed, and we find that approximately 55 per cent of

tbe remaining group were transfers. Men the graduate sample (in which many

transfers axe to be expected) is also excluded the distribution is again a

close 50 50 balance. Since the exact proportiolls. f these tuo total groups
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on this calfldus canot bc deterN,I.ned, one ccn only conclude fro4a these data

thet a large proportion of the porticipcnts had enrolled in the University

after one or more yc.crs in other colleges and universities. Among the leaders

ino become wost prominent and influc_Titial in the elected committees, transfer

stud,eatr were evident in significontly largr numbers. This is in line with

the ear3ie:: f'peculatio-1 that the iumaing D-rckeley student body only had a

minimal ,Liumber who could serve in this kind of leadership capacity.

The results regarding the c.pllegiate origins of the trnnsfers were very

much in agreement with the last hypethIsis (c). Approximately 47 per cent

had spent one or more undergraduate years in one of the better-known, selec-

tive liberal arts colleges or in pzivate, "big image" universities. Another

15 per cent came fro:a or through other well-known liberal arts institutions

(mostly in the Eastern or riiddle Vestel:n States) ,
schools which are not quite

as selective C13 the first group nor as productive of future scholars. An addi-

tional 32 per cent spent at least a semester at other University of California

campuses or highly respected, out-of-state public universities (e.g., Wis-

consin, Michigt.n). And 10 per cent either started or spent some time in the

New Yorl-, City Coil.ges (e.g., CONY, Queens, etc.). These backgrounds, together

with the 7 pe.r cent 21'7:0,4 foreign universitic and 5 per cent from famous insti-

tutes of science and technology, would seem to indicate that the mojority of

transfer students in 17SM did not co:o::; froel the "rank-and-file" o American

higher education. (The figures listed above total more than 100% since a pl:o-

portion of FRI students had been in two or more previous institutioLts).

Table 2, on next pag.:!
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As a check oa the atypicalj_ty of the transfers in the FS1 . sample, the

data on the small sample of seniors of 1965 provides some comparisons. Among

these students who were getting their B.A. degree this past spring, 39 per

cent were also transfers. However, only 3 of these students were from schools

ee.tside the State of California, and Wo of these institutions previously at-

tended would fall into the first cetegory mentioned in the previous paragraph,

that is, selective liberal arts colleges. Most of these transfers in the

senior sample came from other University campuses or from one of the state

colleges or community colleges.

Hypotheses a-1,2,3: the question about the degree of autonomy and general

independence of the FSM constituency, which was stated as.parc of the first

hypothesis (a-1), resulted in a very positive answer. The evidence here is

found in the combined results on three measu-,.:ed characteristics, all of which

are scales in the attitude inventory (CTI) used in this survey.
6

The two

larger FSM samples ("Volunteer" and "Arrested") listed in Table 2, whether

singly or combined, were significantly higher (at the .01 level) than all ref-

erence groups on scales assessing the degree of autonomy, religious orienta-

tion and level of impulsivity. For example, the FSN average score on Autonomy

is 67 or above as compared to 61 for the 1965 senior sample, and on Impulse

Expression the respeC:ive SM:es are 64.and 58. These integrated results, es-

pecially when interpreted in light of the scores on several other scales, indi-

cate a higher level of cultural sophistication, a greater release from the in-

stituUonal influences of thecpast, and a greater openness and readiness to

[ilw

explore the world of knowledge and ideas. These scores also explain the FSM

*W. e^m,,,ar+m

6
All the scales in the OPI-Form D are listed and briefly described in an

appendix at the end of the article.

1
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students strong liberal orientatio.a id penaps, in part, explain why many

support or work.with organizations like YDA, CORE or SNCC. For the majority

of these men and women, however, their libertariar.Isto and social-political

commitments arc seen as largely secondary to their stronger disposition to be

7

serious students end to pursue their academic goals.

The latter point suggests the second part (a-2) of the first hypothesis,

our particular interest in the students' intellectual disposition. The highly

supportive evidence here can be drawn from the data in both Tables 2 and 3.

n the first case, the difference in scores (again significant at the .01 level)

on the first four scales (Table 2), between the two FRI samples and the ref-

erence groups, serves as the basis for describing a mjority of these students

as much more interested in several facets of intellectual activity than is true

of the Califo-.....nia freshmen and the students in the two senior samples.

The essence of these differences is portrayed in Table 3. Here the stu-

dents are categorized by the degree of their intellectual disposition, which

represents a coDplex index based on patterns of scores obtained on related scales

7The to columns to the far right in Table 2 have been included for

general interest. The data on the four leaders indicates that their orienr

tation and motivetion is much like the general FSH sample. The two excep-

tions, in line with the active roles they played, are the scores on the

Theoretical Orientation and Social Introversion.scales. The leaders are higher

on the first and lower (more extroverted) on the latter.

The reliability smple is represented by a small group drawn at random

from those who didn't cooperate initially but were in the original 33 per cent

sample of arrested youth. They were asked the second time to serve as an anon-

ymous reliability sample - as one means of checking on the non-respondents.

Except for the scores on one scale they "look" very much like those in the

other VSH groups. .
8 .

Thinlung InAeroversion, Theoretical orientation,, Estheticisla, Complexity,

Autonomy, and Religious Liberalism.
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This index or ccoll)ined mecoure permits a rather expansive distribution of

students across eight categories, extending from a high degree of intrinsic

intellectual interests to a general rejection of what is often described as

the life of the intellect.

IWIPIWeaw,A,WAII,,,,. VW I*WWWIS WW,IWW C ft.4

Table 3, on next page

no.tytra.t.s7/.-1,..*ea. ty1rary,-o, . VnIs. Rs-s,:s.r. ma.

For the total FS group we find almost 70 per cent in the top three cate-

gories end none in the bottom three, and it is to be remembered that a large

proportion, in fact, the majority, of the VSM persons were freshmen, sopho-

mores and juniors. The nurAber of persons in these upper categories in the

two senior salLples amounts to 25 and 31 per cent. Consequently, the extent

of a self-recruitment process of some form to FSU involvement seems very evi-

dent. The Free Speech hovement drew extraordinarily larger proportions of stu-

dents with strong intellectual orientations, at all class levels (freshmen

through graduate). Seemingly, a commitment to the causes and issues espoused

by FaM and related activity, did not appeal to students of lesser or non-

intellectual interests.

Regarding the remaining hypothesis (a-3) , what about the academic achieve-

ment for these students? If one looks only at the cumulative grade points

averege.afte): the fall semester, 1964-65, the semester of the continuous contro-

versy, all FSM class subgroups in the underuaduate years have average CPA's

above the University average. The seniors in the FSN., for example, achieved

a significantly higher average GPA than the 1965 seniors in the reference sample

The sophomores, juniors, and seniors, as three sepe:ate groups, received signi-

ficantly higher average GPA's than is represented in the average OPA of the

University. The graduate students in the liovement received grades at a level
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DISTRKBUTIOA OF STUDS n! SEVERAL UCI.I SAMLES tj,:ONG

MOUT "INTCLLECTULL DISPOSTTION CATEGOaIES

(Pe!:centages)

oc*.ea,,no..--,,,,,...rt ,17.1ye eas,
L. 7 .rstsailar....x. e

Entering Senior,

akgrees Freshmen Sample

of Intellectual 1963 7

Disposition) (2500÷) (340)i

- . /

1. Broad, diverse interests with strong 0.6

literaKy and esthetic perspectives

e

2. Broad, intrinsic interests,-oriented 4.4 6.7

toward use of symbols and abstractions

3.

4.

5.

6.

15.3

24.6

16.6

19.7

2'J.J

32.6 21.3

7. Limited or no intellectual interests; 9.5

low receptivity to ideas or esthetics

8. Oriented toward the praiviatie and con- 5.6

crete; essentially anti-intellectual .,-

4.8

5.1

22a

Senior
Sample
1965
(92)

FSIN
Sample

(188)

nev**

3.0 18.0

6.0 26.0

22.0 25.0

26.0 17.0

28.0 13.0

0. rlv .0

4.0 .0

2.0 .0

*The definitions stated for the four extreme categories are somewhat

arbitrary and included only to give an idea about the underlying "dimension."

The definitions, however, are in line pith the validation of this eight-

category system.
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equivalent to-threnonparticipatieig colleagues but significantly above the

graduate school average estnblished over the years. Since ','.1any of the stu-

dents recentlylaterviewed state that their grades dropped for the 1964-65

fall term, the differences in favor of the FSM group could possibly be greater.

In other words, the cumulative OPA's for many were quite likely somewhat lower

because of the last semester's grades.

Thinking back over the variety of information reviewed, it is fair to

conclude that the Berkeley students who gave much time, thought, and effort

to the causes of the PSM, to the extent of being arrested and convicted, are

a collection of unusuel people, unusual chiefly in their positive deviation

from most college student norms end from those norms of the presumably selected

student body on the Berkeley campus. As a group, and thouzh composed of a di-

verse mankind, they are unusual in their more ready concern about social probe

letas and political issues, their intellectual m.9n,feness and need to be viably

involved in academic mattero, and their e=iting potential for scholarship and

creative expression.

It would really not be he2arding a gueos to say that a student body com-

posed of the approtwately GOO students who were arrested would provide a truly

unique nuclello for a college or university. Fortunately, such a collection or

assemblage has probably never bei:ore thronged the halls and classrooms of any

single small liberal aLts institution. I say "fortunately" for it is doubtful

that a faculty could be assembled in one place to meet the challenge and respon-

sibility, the serious expectations, the intense desires, and the genuine comait-

ments. In the colleges studied in several projects at the Center for the Study

of Higher Education, oven the most selective schools have not drawn such a con-

centration of studeetto at the apparent levels of intellect and comitment. Para-

doxically, -were such a student boCc, ever to mate:I.ali2e, many membc!rs of a
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faculty would 1):. the last to recognize and accept the challenge.

SI4F'iPX

A few coments to effect a little integration and interpretation: In

general, the FSH represented a type and quality of discontent 'which Plato would

have appreciated; but such discontent will probably never plague more thaa a

small handful of institutions on the higher educational scene. It is suggested

that the necessnyy comhpaatiola of a concentration of youth of intellect and com-

mitment, in the context of a disturbing circumstance, be that local or extra-

mural, will Iv: limited to relatively few institutions. As it was expressed late

in the fall semester of l96/: by a respected administrator in one of our rapidly

growing acaderic kingdoms, speaking to his deans and fellow administrators: "I

know ye all feel we are fortunte that what is occurring in Berkeley is not hap-

pening here, but I am also sad when, with a tear in my eye, I admit to you that

it could not happen here." For him the clustering of students with sufficient

motivation and concern to create the Free Speech 1,jovement was seen as an envi-

able though probably fortuitous situation.

One objective in this paper has been to suggest that the development of the

PSI.", with all the turrooil and agitation it represented, was secondary to the fac',,

and to the existence of the students who made it possible, secondary also to

what this sampling of students should mean for the major purposes of higher ed-

ucation. The FSM probably served - or should have served - a major function in

introducing the Berkeley professoriate to a significant aad highly potent minor-

ity. The chief nucleus for exceptional academic and scholastic promise o this

campus was concentrated in a minority of youth who have been sentenced for pur-

suing the dictates of their principles and comroitrints. I believe that most of

them well understood long before their arrosts, the price they miOit pay for

that privilege,
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signs, including soll, activity and contributions from faculty and ad--41
25

l sti,Ite in modezn higher education there seem to be

ministrators, that ye hlwe broken oul7 anchwi:age and fixltions and that the

sanctity of may traditions is open to scrutiny. The scattered minorities of

exceptional you'h, occasionally concentrated in a few institutions, er:-..ourage

those of us in the college and university esteblishmnt not to be reluctant to

-re-exaoine the future course of education and not to overlook the relationship

between education and the important problems and issues in the real world.

Stud( ::s to be feared? Feared, indeed - but only as ye fail to recognize

their potentialities and fail to provide the meaningful education they seek.



APPENDIX

OMNIBUS PERSONAIaTY INVETOWL (FORY1 D)--BRIEF SCALE 1)E3CRIFTION3

Thinking Introversion .(TI): Piersns scoring high on this yeasure exhibit a

liking for reflective thought, particularly of an abstract nature. They ex-

press interests in areas such as literature, philosophy, and history. Their

thinking tends to be less dominated by objective conditions and generally ac-

cepted ideas than that of low scorers. The latter extroverts tend to evaluate

ideas on the basis of their pyactical immadiate application.

Theoretical Orientation_(T0): This scale assesses the degree of interest in

.using scien-Giaic methods in thinkina, including interest in science as such

and in scientific activities. High scorers are generally more logical, ra-

tional and critical in their approach to problems.than those scoring at the

average or below.

Estheticism (Es): High scorers endorse statements indicating diverse interi-ests n artistic matters anrt activities. The content of the statements ex-

tends beyond painting, sculpture, and music and includes interests in litera-

ture and dramatics.

Complexity (Co): This measure reflects an experimental orientation rather

than a fixed it;sy of viewing and organizing phenomena. High scorers are tol-

erant of ambiguities and uncertainties, are fond of novel sitn'tions and

ideas, and are frequently aware of subtle variations in the e 'ironment.

Most persons very high on this dimension prefer to deal with complexity,.as

opposed to simplicity, and seem disposed to seek out and to enjoy diversity

and aMbiguity.

Autonomy (Au): The characteristic measured is composed of non-authoritarian

thinking and a need for independence. High scorers are sufficiently inde-

pendent of authority, as traditionally imposed throurzh social institutions,

that they oppose infringements on the rights of individuals. They tend to

be nonjudgmental and realistic.

Religious Liberalism (:L): The high scorers are skeptical of religious be-

liefs and practices and terd to reject most of them, especially those that

are orthodox or fundare-ntalistic. Persons scoring around the mean and lower

are indicating various degrees ol" belief in General and their subscription

to specific tenets and dogma.

Impulse Expression (TY): This senlc assesses the degree to which one is

generally ready to express ianulses and to seek gratification either in

conscious thought or overt ectien. The high scorers value sensations,

have an active imagination, end their thinking is often dominated by feel-

ings and fantasies.

Social Alienation (SF): High scorers (F,bove 70) exhibit some attitudes and

behavior that characterize social3y alienated persons. Along with frequent

feelings of isolation, loneliness, and rejection, they may intentionally

avoid most others ancl expenience feelings of hostility and aggression.

Social Introversion (SI): High scorers withdraw from social contacts and

responsibilities. They display little interest in people or in being with



them. The social extroverts (low scorers), on the other hand; seek social

contacts and cain satisfcction from them.

Lack of Anxiety. (LA): Persons scoring high on this measure indicate that

they have few feelings or symptoms of anxiety and do not admit to being

unduly nervous or worried. Low scorers admit to a variety of these kinds

of symptoms and complaints.

Masculinity-Femininity (MP): This scale reflects some of the differences

in attitudes and interests between college men and women. High scorers

(masculine) deny interest in esthetic matters and admit to few feelings of

anxiety and personal inadequacy. They also tend to be less socially ori-

ented than lou scorers and more interested in scientific matters.

Response Bias (RB): High scorers respond to a mfAjority of the statements

in this scale in a way which is typical of experimental subjects who are

asked to make a good impression. The responses of low scorers are similar

to those of subjects instructed to make a poor impression. Sew:es between

4o and 60 denote valid scores on other scales.


